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1. B£AL PARTY IN INTEREST (37 C.F.R. § 41.37(C)(1)CI)) 

n. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES (37 C.FJL § 4137(C)(lXa)) 

ra. STATUS OF CLAIMS (37 C J.R. § 4137(C)(l)(in)) 

A. Total Number of Claims in Application 

6. Status of All the Claims ..„. 

C, Clauns on Appeal 

IV. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS (37 CJF.It § 41.37(C)(l)(rV))„ 2 

V. SUMMARY OF THE. CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER (37 C.F.R. § 4137(Q(1)(V)) 
2 . " 

VI. GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL (37 C.F.R. § 

VIL ARGUMENT (37 CF,R. § 41 J7(C)(1)(VID) 6 

A. CLAIM 36 IS ALLOWABLE OVER HOLLOWA Y 6 

B. CLAIMS 1, 3-4, 7, 9-13, 15, 20-25, 39 AND 45 ARE ALLOWABLE OVER 
HOLLOWAY IN VIEW OF BARTLE S 

C. CLAIMS 32-35 AND 43 ARE ALLOWABLE OVER HOLLOWAY IN \^W OF 
BARTLE AND WALDMAN 14 

D. CLAIMS 8, 18-19 AND 38 ARE ALLOWABLE OVER HOLLOWAY IN VIEW OF 
BARTLE AND "WELL KNOWN PRIOR ART' 15 

E CLAIM 40 IS ALLOWABLE OVER HOLLOWAY IN VIEW OF BARTLE, 

WALDMAN AND "WELL KNOWN PRIOR ART" 16 

F. CLAIM 26 IS ALLOWABLE OVER HOLLOWAY IN VIEW OF BARTLE AND 

BOSIK. , 17 

a CLAIM 37 IS ALLOWABLE OVER HOLLOWAY IN VIEW OF CHOW 1 8 

H. CLAIM 27 IS ALLOWABLE OVER HOLLOWAY IN VIEW OF BARTLE AND 

MORI 18 

L CLAIMS 41-42 ARE ALLOWABLE OVER HOLLOWAY IN VIEW OF BARTLE, 

WALDMAN AND "ADMriTED PRIOR ART" 20 

J. CLAIM 44 IS ALLOWABLE OVER HOLLOWAY IN VIEW OF "ADMITTED PRIOR 

ART" ; 21 

Vni. CLAIMS APPENDIX (37 C.F.IL § 4137(C)(lXVin)) 23 

EX. EVIDENCE APPENDIX (37 C.F.R- § 4137(C)(1)(IX)) 30 

X. RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX (37 C.F.R § 41.37(C)(1)(X)) 30 

XL CONCLUSION 30 
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L REAL PARTY IN INTEREST (37 C.F Ji. § 4l,37(c)(l)(i)) 

The Real Party in Interest in the present Appeal is SBC Knowledge Ventures, 
L-P-j the assignee, of patent ^plication no. 10/668,617, as evidraced by the assignment 
set forth at Reel 014339» Frame 06S3. 

XL RELATED APPEALS AJND INTERFERENCES (37 CFJR. § 4137(c)(l)(ii)) 
With respect to other appeals or interferences that will directly affect, or be 
directly affected by, or have a bearing on the Board^s decision in this appeal, Appellant is 
not aware of any such ^peals or interferences. 

IDL STATUS OF CLAIMS (37 CF.R. § 4137(c)(l)(ui)) 

A- TotalNumber of Claims in Application 

There are 35 claims pending in the application (claims 1, 3, 4, 7-13, 15, 18-27 and 
32-45). 

B. Status of AH the Claims 

Claims 1 , 3, 13, 27, 32, and 36 are independent claims. According to pages 4-24 
of the Final Office Action dated May 4, 2007, the Examiner states that claims 1, 
3, 4, 7-13, 15, 18-27 and 32-45 stand rejected, and are hereby appealed. 

C. Claims on Appeal 

There are 35 claims on appeal (claims 1, 3, 4, 7-13, 15, 18-27 and 32-45). 
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IV. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS (37 CF-R. § 41 J7(c)(l)(iv)) 

The claims hereby appealed are based on the Amendment filed on Febniaxy 1 9, 
2007. No amendment was offered or entered after the Final Office Action, 

V, SUMMARY OF THE CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTOR (37 C.F.R § 4137(c)(l)(v)) 

Tl^e sutgect matter of claim 1 can be summarized as follows: 

A system includes a wireless beacon to provide wireless data communication with 
a mobile telephone to detect a location of the mobile telephone within a wireless 
detectioxi area provided by the wireless beacon and includes a coromunication interface. 
The communication interface selectively sends a call forwarding message to a cellular 
switch based on evaluatioix of a value received from the wireless beacon. The call 
forwarding message provides an instruction to route future calls destined for the mobile 
telephone to an alternate network address. Selectively sending a call forwarding message 
based on an evaluation of a value received from the wireless beacon includes comparing 
the value received from the wireless beacon to a look up table accessible to the 
communication intei&ce to determine whether the wireless beacon is recognized and to 
identify the alternate network address. 

Claim 1 finds support from at least Figures 1-6 and page 2, paragraph 0006; page 
4, paragraph 0016 through page 5, paragraph 0019; pages 5, paragraphs 0021 through 
page 7, paragraph 0024; page 7, paragraph 0026 through page S, paragraph 0028; page g, 
paragraphs 0030 and 003 Ij page 9, paragraphs 0032 and 0033; and page 9, paragraph 
0035 through page 10, paragraph 0037. 

The subject matter of claim 3 can be summarized as follows: 

A method of selecting a destination telephone is provided that includes detecting a 
location of a mobile telephone within a wireless detection area provided by a wireless 
beacon and receiving an identification value fix)m the wireless beacon. The method also 
includes detennirdng whetibier the wireless beacon is a recognized beacon based on the 
identification value, and after determining that the wireless beacon is a recognized 

P»36:2ofd0 U^.APP.NOm 10/668,617 
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wireless beacon, selecting a desdnation telephone from a look up table within the mobile 
phone based on the identification value xeceived from the wireless beacon. 

Claim 3 £bads support from at least Figures 1-3 and 6 and page 2, paragraph 0007; 
page 4, paragraph 0016 tibiotigb page 5, paragraph 0019; pages 5, paragr^h 0021 
throi^ page 7, paragraph 0024; page 7, paragraph 0026 through page 8, paragraph 0028; 
and page 10, paragraphs 0036 and 0037. 

The subject matter of claim 13 can be suimnatized as follows: 

A method of routing call requests includes receiving at a wireless mobile 
communication device an id^tifrer from a source over a first wireless coimection. Hie 
method further includes deterinining whether the identifier comprises a recognized 
identifier based on a look up table accessible to the wireless mobile communication 
device. When the identifier comprises a recognized id^tifier, the method includes 
communicating to a wireless srwitch a request to forward voice communications to the 
wireless mobile cormnunications device to an alternate communication device. 

Claim 13 finds support from at least Figures 1, 3> 4 and 5 and page 2> paragraph 
0008; page 4, par^raph 001 6 through page 5, paragraph 0019; pages 5, paragraphs 0021 
through page 7, paragraph 0024; page 7, paragraph 0026 through page 8, paragraph 0028; 
page 8, paragraphs 0030 and 0031; and page 9, paragraphs 0032 and 0033; and page 9, 
paragraph 0035 through page 10, paragraph 0037, 

The subject matter of claim 27 can be sun:unarized as follows: 

A system includes a wireless communication device comprising a first receiver to 
facilitate two-way telephone conversations using a first wireless protocol, a second 
receiver to facilitate monitoring wireless information using a second wireless protocol, 
and a communications interface. The communications interface includes a first control 
module and a second control module. The first control module provides a request to 
forward communications to an alternate communication device when a recogaized 

Page 3 of 30 U-S^Ap^No.: 10/668.617 
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transmitteridenlifi^isreceivedby the second rec^ The alternate coininuiucatioxx 
device is proximal to a transmitter of the x^cognizedtr^^ A network 

address of the alternate communication device is detemuaed based on the recognised 
transmitter identifier. The second control module provides a request to cease forwarding 
commimications to the altesrnate commmiicadon device^ 

Claim 27 finds support fiom at least Figures 1-6 and page 3> paragraph 0009; and 
page 4, paragraph 001 6 through page 1 0, paragraph 003 8 of the specification. 

The subject matter of claim 32 can be summarized as follows: 

A system includes a wireless telephone and a wireless beacon device. The 
wireless telephone is configured to communicate using a wide area wireless protocol and 
configured to communicate usiag a proximal wireless protocol- The wireless telephone 
includes a call forward module and includes a cancel call forward module. The call 
forward module includes a table of alternate network addresses associated with 
recognized wireless beacon identifiers. The wireless beacon device is associated with an 
alternate network address and is configured to communicate with the wireless telephone 
using the proximal wireless protocol. The call forward module ofthe wireless telephone 
is configured to send a call forward message using the wide area wireless protocol when 
the wireless telephone receives a recognized wireless beacon identifier ofthe wireless 
beacon. Hie call forward message directs that calls addressed to the wireless telephone 
to be redirected to the alternate network address associated with the wireless beacon 
identifier. 

Claim 32 finds support firom at least Figures 1-6 and page 3, paragraph 0009; and 
page 4, paragraph 0016 through page 10, paragraph 0038 ofthe specification. 

The subject matter of claim 36 can be sunnnaiized as follows: 

A wireless beacon includes a transmitter that is configured to provide a wireless 
beacon coverage area. The wireless beacon also includes a wireless commxmication 
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interface that is configured to wirelessly traiismit a imique identification of the ivixeless 
beacon to a wireless mobile device located within the wireless beacon coverage area. 
When the unique identification is an ^q^ected value, the wireless mobile device selects an 
alternate network de$tina.tion address corresponding to the unique identiiication and 
forwards external communications to tibie alternate network destination address while the 
wireless mobile device is within the wireless beacon coverage area. 

Claim 36 finds support from at least Figures 1-3, 5 and 6 and on at least page 2» 
paragraphs 0006 and 0007; page 4, paragraph 0018 through page 7, paragraph 0024; page 
8, paragraphs 0028; p^ 9, paragraph 0032; and page 10, paragraph 0036 through 0038 
of the specificalion. 

VL GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL (37 CF JL § 
4137(c)(l)(vi)) 

A* aaim 36 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by US* 
Patent Publication No. 2003/009245 1 ("HoUoway") at page 4 of the Final Office Action. 

Claims 1. 3-4, 7, 9-13. IS, 20-25. 39 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
I03(a> as being unpatentable over Holloway in view of U,S, Patent No. 6,188,888 
('TBartle") at page 6 of the Final OfiSce Action. 

Claims 32-35 and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Holloway m view of Bartle, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 
4,768,224 ("Waldman") at page 12 of the Final Office Action. 

D, Claims 8, 16, 18-19 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Holloway in view of Battle, and further in view of "well known prior 
art** at pages 1 6 of the Final Office Actioit 

E- Claim 40 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Holloway in view of Battle, and fixrther in view of Waldman^ and further in view of 'Svell 
known prior art" at pages 1 9 of the Final Office Action. 
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F. Ctoiin 26 is injected uoder 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Holloway in view of Bartle, and ftnther in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,856,806 C*Bosik'') 
at pages 20 of the Final OfBce Action. 

G. Claims? is rejected imder 35 U.S-C. 1 03(a) as beii^ ui^wtentable over 
HolloTvay in view of U.S. Patent Publication No. 2003/009451 ("Chow") at pages 21 of 
the Final Office Action. 

H. Claim 27 is rejected xmder 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatCTitable over 
Holloway in view of Bartle, and further in view of U.S. Patent No» 6,609,006 ("Mori") at 
pages 22 of the Final Office Action. 

I. Claims 41-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over HoUoway in view of Bartle, and further in view of Waldman, and further in view of 
"Admitted Prior Ait" at p^ges 23 of the Final Office Action. 

X Claim 44 is rejected under 35 U.S.C- 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Holloway in view of "Adxaitted Prior Art" at pages 24 of the Final Office Action. 

Vn. ARGUMENT (37 C.F.R § 41.37(c)(l)(vii)) 

Appellant respectfidly appeals esLcix of the rejections applied against all claims now 
pending on appeal. The claims do not stand or fall together, rather each of &e claims stands or 
j^s On its own. 

A. CLAIM 36 IS ALLOWABLE OVER HOLLOWAY 

Appellant traverses the rejection of claim 36 under 35 U»S.C, §102(b) over U.S. Patent 
Publication No. 2003/0092451 ("HoUoway") at page 4 of the Final OfiBce Action, 

Independent claim 36 recites a wireless communication interface configured to wirelessly 
transmit a unique identification of a wireless beacon to a wireless mobile device located within a 
wireless beacon coverage area, wherein, when the unique identification is an expected value, the 
wireless mobile device selects an alternate network destination address corresponding to &e 
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umque identification and forwards external communications to the alternate iietwork destination 
address while the wireless mobile device is within the wireless beacon coverage area. 

Holloway docs not disclose or suggest that when a unique identification is an expected 
value^ a wireless mobile device selects an alternate network destination address corresponding to 
the unique identification and forwards external commnnications to the alternate network 
destination address, as recited in claim 36. The Final Office Action states that: 

'^HoUoway et al. ftxrther discloses that when a transmitter is installed^ it is 
{Mxjgrammed with the phone number of the preferred phone. This preferred phone 
number is then transmitted as part of its signal. Mobile phone 230 is equipped to 
receive signals in the frequency of the transmitter 220 and is progranmied to 
recognize a signal that is meant for it Holloway et al. also discloses hi paragr^h 
0022 that a single transmitter can be programmed to recognize different mobile 
phones associated with it and to transfer each mobile phone to a different 
extensionXi.e., see paragraph 0017, 0019, 0021, 0022, and 0029)." 

Final Office Action, p, 5 (emphasis in the original). 

Appellsuat respectfiilly submits that Holloway discloses that when a mobile phone comes 
within the range of a transmitter, the mobile phone receives a transmitted signal. Hottor^ay^ p. 2, 
t [0017], The transmitted signal include_s_a phone number of a preferred phone associated with 
the transmitter. I<L Holloway also discloses that the phone and transmitter may exchange a 
'Tiandshake*' greeting, verifying that they are intended to work together, ffolldway, p. 2, If 
[0020]. The handshake greeting and the transmitted signal that includes the phone number are 
separate signals. That is^ Holloway does not disclose or suggest that when a unique 
identification is an expected value, a wireless mobile device selects an alternate netwodc 
destination address corresponding to the unique identification and forwards external 
communications to the alternate network destination address, as recited in claim 36, Rather, tiie 
mobile phone and transmitter of Hollpway determine whether they are intended to work together 
based on exchanged handshake signals, and die mobile phone receives a telephone number 
associated witii the transmitter via a value in another signal. The handshake signals and the 
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traxxsmitted signal that includes th^ phone number are separate signals. That is, HoUoway does 
not disclose or suggest detenninixig whether the wireless beacon is recognized md identifying an 
alternate network address based on a value received tcom a wireless beacon, as recited m claim 
36. Clahn 36 recites using one unique identification for both determining whether the wireless 
beacon is recognized and to identify an alternate network address. Thus, Holloway &ils to 
disclose at least one feature of claim 36, 

The Final Office Action also states that Holloway discloses that "the ability to override 
the transfer of calls can be programmed into a buttonu" Final Office Action^ p. 5, The Final 
Office Action argues that "in this regard a selection is made regarding the forwardmg." 
Appellant respectfully submits that selecting to override transfer of calls with a button is not the 
same as a wireless mobile device selecting an alternate network address when a unique 
identification is an expected value, as recited in claim 36. Furthermore, the mobile phone of 
Holloway does not select an alternate network address, as recited in claim 36. Rather, the phone 
number of the preferred phone is sent to t he mobile phone from the transmitter. Thus, Holloway 
fails to disclose at least one additional feature of claim 36. 

Thus, Holloway fails to disclose or suggest at least one element of independent claim 36. 
Therefore, the rejection of claim 36 should be withdrawn, and claim 36 should be allowed- 
s 

B. CLAIMS 1, 3-4, 7, 9-13, 15, 20-25, 39 AND 45 ARE ALLOWABLE OVER 
HOLLOWAY IN VIEW OF BARTLE 

Appellant traverses the injection of claims 1, 3-4, 7, 9-13, 15, 20-25, 39 and 45 under 35 
US.C. §103(a) over U.S. Patent Publication No. 2003/0092451 f Holloway^) in view of U.S. 
Patent No, 6,188,888 ("Bartle") at page 6 of the Fmal Office Action- 

The Office Action fails to establish a prima fade case of obviousness ajgainst claims 1, 3- 
4, 7, 9-13, 15, 20-25, 39 and 45 because the assCTted combination of Holloway and Bartle does 
not disclose or suggest each and every feature of these claims, and because the asserted 
combination of Holloway and Bartle is improper since there is no motivation to make the 
asserted combinatioit 
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/. The asserted combination fails to disclose or suggest at least one feature of each of 
claims L 3-4, 7. 9-13. 15. 20-25. 39 and 45. 

Claim 1 recites compaiios a value received from a wireless beacon to a look up table 
accessible to a commmucation interne to determine whether a wireless beacon is recognized 
and to identify an altocnate network address. The asserted comhination of Holloway and Bartle 
does not disclose or suggest this feature of claim 1. 

In contract to claim 1^ HoUoway discloses that when a mobUe phone comes witbixi the 
range of a transmitter, the mobile phone receives a transmitted signal. Holloway^ P- 2, 1[ [0017]- 
The transmitted signal includes a phone nuunaibCT of a preferred phone associated with the 
transmitter. Id. Holloway also discloses that the phone and transmitter may exchange a 
"handshake** greeting, verifying dial they are intended to work together. Holloway^ p. 2, K 
[0020]. The handshake greeting and the transmitted signal that includes the phone number are 
separate signals. That is, Holloway does not disclose or suggest determining whether the 
wireless beacon is recognized and identifying an alternate network address based on a value 
received from a wireless beacons as recited in claim 1 . Rather, Holloway discloses determining 
AJs4iether the phone and the transmitter are intended to work together based on a first signal, and 
receiving a telephone number associated with the transmitter via a second signal. Claim 1 recites 
using one value for both determining whether the wireless beacon is recognized and to identify 
the alternate network address. The omission of an element and retention of its function is an 
indicia of unobviousness. In re Edge. 359 F.2d 896, 149 USPQ 556 (CCPA 1966). 

Baxtle also does not disclose or surest this feature of claim L In contrast to claim 1, 
Bartie discloses a celMar telephone accessing a look up table, in response to a signal received 
from a charging unit, to retrieve a call forwarding number. Bartle^ col. 7, lines 50-55. The 
signal received fix)m the charging unit includes a binary value based on a switch position. 
Bartle^ coL 7, lines 34-49. Barde does not disclose determining whether a wireless beacon is 
recognized and identifying an alternate network address based on a value received frx>m a 
wireless beacon, as recited in claim 1. The binary number of Bartle cauises a compatible cellular 
telephone (that is, one equipped to read the additional pins in the chargii^ unit) to select a value 
from the table whether the charging unit is recognized or not For example, usix\g the cellular 
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telephone aad charging unit of Bartle, any charging unit whose switch position is set to 1 will 
cause calls to be forwarded to the telephone number associated with the number 1 position in the 
look up table of the ceUular telephone. Ihechargir^ unit itselfneed not be recognized. Further, 
the charging unit of Bartle is not wireless; rather, it depends on reading a number of special pins. 
Thus, the binary number of Barde does not disclose or suggest detexxoining whether fbe wireless 
beacon is recognized and identifying an alternate network address, as recited in claim 1 . 

Since the asserted combination of Holloway and Bartle fails to disclose or suggest at least 
one elem^t of claim 1, claim 1 is allowable. Additionally, claim 39, which depends from claim 
1, is allowable at least by virtue of its dependence from claim 1. 

Claim 3 recites determining whether a wireless beacon is a recognized wireless beacon 
based on an identification value, and selecting a destination telephone from a look up table 
within a mobile phone based on the identification value received from the wireless beacon. 
Neith^ Holloway nor Barde disclose or suggest this feature of claim 3. 

As previously discussed, Holloway discloses that when a mobile phone comes within the 
range of a transmitter, the mobile phone receives a transmitted signal. Holloway^ p. 2, If [001 7] ► 
The transmitted signal includes a phone number of a preferred phone associated with the 
transmitter. Id Holloway also discloses that the phone and transmitter may exchange a 
"handshake"^ greeting, verifying that they are intended to work together. Holloway, p. 2, | 
[0020]. The handshake greeting and the .transmitted signal that includes the phone number are 
separate signals. That is, Holloway does not disclose or suggest delmnicdng whether a wireless 
beacon is a recognized wireless beacon based on an identification value, and selecting a 
destination telephone from a look up table within a mobile phone based on the identification 
value received froin the wireless beacon, as recited in claim 3^ Holloway discloses detexmining 
whether the phone and the transmitter are intended to work together, and receiving a telephone 
number associated with the transmitter via multiple separate signals. 

Bartle discloses a cellular telephone accessing a look up table, in response to a signal 
received from a charging unit, to retrieve a call forwarding number. Bartle^ col. 7, lines 50-55. 
The signal received from the charging unit includes a bmary value based on the switch position. 
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Bartle, coL 7, lines 34-49. Battle does not disclose determining whether a wireless beacon is a 
recognized wireless beacon based on an identification value» and selecting a destination 
telephone fiom a look up table within a mobile phone based on the identification value received 
fiom the wireless beacon, as recited in claim 3. Rath^, the binary number of Bartle causes a 
compatible cellular telephone to select a value &om the table, wheihegr the charging unit is 
recognized or not For example, a compatible telephone placed in any charging unit whose 
switch position is set to 1 will forward calls to the telephone number associated with the number 
1 position in the look up table of the cellular telephone. The charging unit itself need not be 
recognized Further, the charging unit of Baxtle is not wiifeless; rather, it depends on reading a 
nxmiber of special pins. Thus, Bartle does not disclose or suggest deteimijQing whether the 
wireless beacon is a recognized wireless beacon, as recited in claim 3. 

Since the asserted combination of HoUoway and iBartle does not disclose or suggest at 
least one feature of claim 3, claim 3 is allowable. Additionally, claims 4, 7 and 9-12, which 
depend from claim 3, are allowable at least by virtue of their dependence j&om claim 3. 

Claim 13 recites determining whether the identifier comprises a recognized identifier 
based on a look up table accessible to the wireless mobile communication device. Neither 
HoUoway nor Bartle disclose or suggest determining whether an identifier comprises a 
recognized identifier based on a look up table. 

HoUoway discloses a mobile phone programmed to recogoize a sigjoal ''meant for it" 
HoUoway^ p. 2, [001 7], However^, HoUoway does not disclose or suggest that the mobile phone 
determines whether an identifier comprises a recognized identifier based on a look up table, as 
recited in claim 1 3 . Recognizing a signal ^'meant for" the mobile phone relates to recognizing 
the addressing of the signal; that is, determining what device the signal is being sent to 
Conversely, determining whether the identifi^ is recognized is r^^ 
device the signal is sent from . 

Bartle discloses retrieving a call forvrarding number from a look up table. Bartle^ coL 7, 
lines 50-55. However, as discussed in reference to claims 1 and 3, Barde does not disclose or 
suggest detcnnining whether an identifier is a recognized identifier. Thus, Bartle does not 
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disclose or suggest that the mobile phone detexmines ivhether an identifier oomprises a 
recognized identifier based on a look up table, as recited in claim 13. 

Since the asserted combination of Holloway and Bartle does not disclose or suggest at 
least one feature of claim 13, claim 13 is allowable. Additionally, claims 15 and 20-25, which 
depend £com claim 13, are allowable at least by virtue of their dependence fiom claim 13. 

Claim 45 dep^ds from claim 36. As previously discussed, Holloway does not disclose 
each mi every feature of claim 36. For example, Holloway does not disclose or surest that 
when a muque identification is an expected value, a wireless mobile device selects an altemate 
netwoik destination address corresponding to the unique identification and forwards external 
communications to the alternate network destmation address. 

Bartle also does not disclose or suggest this feature. Rather, Bartle discloses a cellular 
telephone accessing a look up table, in response to a signal received fiom a charging xmit, to 
retrieve a call forwarding number. Bartle, ooL 7, Imes 50-55. The signal received fiom the 
charging unit includes a binary value based on a switch position. Bartle, coL 7, lines 34-49. 
Barde does not disclose that the binary value is a unique identification. In contrast, the binary 
value is associated with a switch position; thus, any number of charging units set to the same 
switch position would have the same binary value. Thus, the binary number of Bartle does not 
disclose or suggest a unique identification that when it is an expected value causes a wireless 
mobile device to select an altemate network destination address corresponding to the unique 
identification. 

Since the asserted combination of Holloway and Bartle fails to disclose or suggest at least 
one feature of claim 36, fi-om which claim 45 depends, claim 45 is allowable at least by virtue of 
its dependence firom claim 36. 

2. The asserte d combination ofHolltmm and Bartle is improper 

Even if the asserted combination of Holloway and Bartle disclosed or suggested each and 
every feature of the claims, the combination would be improper, because the references teach 
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away firom their combinatioii. In re GrassellU 713 F.2d 73 1, 743, 218 USPQ 769, 779 (Fed. Cir. 
1983). 

Bartle discloses a cellular telephone accessing a look up table, in response to a signal 
recrived ftom a charging unit, to retrieve a call forwarding number. Bcoile, coL 7, lines 50-55, 
Hie charging unit of Bartle is disclosed to be a docking station style charging vmit Bartle, FIG. 
3. Holloway teaches away from the use of such devices in conjunction with call forwarding of 
cellular telephones, stating that 'Ue user may forget to use the docking mechanism in his car 
until a call is received or may leave the phone in the docking mechanism when they exit the 
vehicle." HoUoway, P- 1, If [0005]. Therefore, there is no motivation to combine Holloway with 
Barde at least because Holloway teaches away from the combination. 

Additionally, Holloway discloses that when a mobile phone comes within the range of a 
transmitter, the mobile phone receives a transmitted signal. Holloway, p. 2> \ [0017], Bartle 
teaches away from the use of such systems stating: 

Special hardware. . .may detect the presence of the mobile unit when within range 
of the special hardware (i.e. the mobile unit is at work or at home). The special 
hardware then notifies the wireless telephone system to forward all calls to the 
preprogrammed land line telephone at that location^ Unfortunately, this solution 
requires a large investment by the user in the special hardware, as well as system 
infrastmctm:e modifications, and works only if the mobile unit is within range of 
the special hardware. 

jSorfZe. col. 1, lines 39-50. 

Therefore, thwre is no motivation to combine Holloway with Bartle, because Bartle also 
teaches away from the combination. 

Since the asserted combination fails to disclose or suggest at least one element of each of 
independent claims 1, 3, 13 and 36, the combination also fails to disclose or suggest at least one 
element of each of claims 4, 7, 9-12, 15, 20-25, 39 and 45, at least by virtue of their dependence 
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from daims 1, 3, 13 and 36. Additionally, the asserted combixiatioxx of references is improper 
since botibi Holloway and Bartle teach away from the combination. Hence, the rejectiotis of 
claims 1, 3-4, 7, 9-13, 15, 20-25, 39 and 45 should be wilhdrawn, and claims 1, 3-4, 7, 9-13, 15, 
20-25, 39 and 45 should be allowed. 

C CLAmS32-35A]>n>43 ARE ALLOWABLE OVER HOLLOWAY IN 
VIEW OF BARTLE AND WALDMAN 

Appellant traverses tihe rqection of claims 32-35 and 43 mider 35 US.a §103(a) over 
U.S» Patent PubUcation No. 2003/009245 1 ("Holloway^') in view of U.S. Patent No. 6, 1 88,888 
CBarde") and further in view of U.S. Patent No, 4,768,224 ("Waldman") at page 12 of the Final 
Office Action, 

Claim 32 recites a call forward module including a table of alternate network addresses 
associated with recognized wireless beacon identifiers. None of the asserted refer^ces^ alone or 
in combination, disclose or suggest this feature of claim 32. 

The Final Office Action admits that HoUoway does not teach a table of alternate network 
addresses associated with recognized identifiers. However, the Final Office Action states that 
"In an analogous art, Barde teaches a table of alternate network addresses associated with 
recognized identifiers (i.e., binary logic signals) (i.e., see at least col. 7 lines 50-61)." Final 
Office Action, p. 14. Appellant respectfully disagrees. 

Barde discloses a cellular telephone accessing a look up table, in response to a signal 
received from a charging unit, to retrieve a call forwarding number. BartU^ col. 7, lines 50-55. 
The signal received from the charging unit includes a binary value based on the switch position. 
Bartle, coL 7, lines 34-49. Bartle does not disclose or suggest a call forward module including a 
table of alternate network addresses associated with recognized wireless beacon identifiers, as 
recited in claim 32, The look up table of Bartle is not a table of alternate network addresses 
associated with recognized wireless beacon identifiers, because the charging unit is not a 
wireless beacon. Furthermore, the binary number received from the charging unit does not 
identify the charging unit (and thus is not a beacon identifier). For example, a compatible 
telephone placed in any charging ujoit whose switch position is set to 1 will forward calls to the 
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telephone number associated the number 1 position in the look up table of the cellular 
telephone. Thus, the number passed to the mobile phone is not an identifier of the charging urdt. 
Additionally, the charging unit is not a wireless beacon, but rather relies on special pins to 
convey the binary value. 

Like HoUoway and Barfle, Waldman does not disclose or suggest a call forward module 
including a table of alternate network addresses associated with recognized wireless beacon 
identifiers, as recited in claim 32. 

Since the asserted combination fails to disclose or suggest at least one element of claim 
32, claim 32 is allowable. Claim 32 is also allowable because any combination including 
Holloway and Barde is improper since HoUoway and Bartle teach away from the combination. 
Claims 33-35 and 43, which depend firom claim 32, are also allowable at least by viitioe of their 
dependence from claim 32. Hence, the rejections of claims 32 -35 and 43 should be withdrawn, 
and claims 32-35 and 43 should be allowed, 

D, CLAIMS 8, 18-19 AND 38 ARE AJLLOWABLE OVER HOLLOWAY IN 
VIEW OF BARTLE AND "WELL KNOWN PRIOR ART'^ 

AppeUant traverses the rejection of claims 8, 18-19 and 38 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) over 
U.S. Patent Publication No. 2003/009245 1 ("Hollowa/') in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,188,888 
("Bartle") and jfurther in view of "well known prior art" at page 16 of the Final QjBTice Action. 
Claim 16 was canceled in an amendment filed February 19, 2007; therefore, the rejection of 
claim 16 is moot 

Claim 8 depends from independent claim 3. Claims 18 and 19 depend from independent 
claim 13. Claim 38 depends from independent claim 1, The Final Office Action relies on the 
combixi^tion of Holloway and Bartle to disclose ox suggest each feature of independent claims 1» 
3, and 13. Final Office Action^ p. 16-19, 

As discussed above, the combination of Holloway and Barde is improper and does not 
disclose or suggest each element of claims 1, 3, and 13. For example, the combination of 
Holloway and Bartle does not disclose or suggest conrparing a value received from a wireless 
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beacon to a look up table accessible to a comnmnication interifece to detenmne whefljer tbe 
wiieless beacon is recognized and to identiiy an alternate network address, as recited in claim 1 . 
The coipabination of Hollo>way and Bartle does not disclose or suggest detennining wbether a 
wireless beacon is a recognized -wireless beacon based on an identification value, and selecting a 
destination telephone ftom a look Mp table within a mobUe phone based on the identification 
value received from the wireless beacon, as recited in claim 3. The combination of Holloway 
and Bartle does not disclose or suggest determining whether an identifier comprises a recognized 
identifier based on a look up table accessible to a "vnreiess mobile conmaunication device, as 
recited in claim 13. The asserted "well toaown prior art" also does not disclose or suggest these 
elements of independent claims 1, 3 and 13^ , 

Since the asserted combination foils to disclose or suggest at least one element of each of 
independent claims 1, 3 and 13, the combination also fails to disclose or sxiggest at least one 
element of each of claims 8, 18-19 and 38, at least by virtue of their dependence from claims 1, 3 
and 13. Additionally, the asserted combination of references is impropa- since Holloway and 
Barfle teach away from the combination. Hence, the rejections of claims 8, 1 8-19 and 38 should 
be withdrawn, and claims 8, 18-19 and 38 should be allowed 

E. CLAIM 40 IS ALLOWABLE OVER HOLLOWAY IN VIEW OF BARTLE, 
WALDMAN AM) "WELL KNOWN PRIOR ART»» 

Appellant traverses the rejection of claim 40 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) over U.S. Patent 
PubUcationNo. 2003/0092451 ("Holloway") m view of U.S. Patent No. 6,188,888 ("Bartle") 
further in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,768,224 ("Waldman") and further in view of "well known 
prior art" at page 19 of the Final GfiBce Action. 

Claim 40 depends fix>m independent claim 32. The Final OfiSce Action relies on the 
combination of Holloway, Bartle and Waldmanto disclose or suggest each element of 
independent claim 32. Final Office Action, p. 19. As discussed above, the oombinalion of 
Holloway, Bartle and Waldman is improper and does not disclose or suggest each feature of 
claim 32. For example, that combination of Holloway, Bartle and Waldman does not disclose or 
suggest a call forward module including a table of alternate network addr^ses associated with 
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recognized wireless beacon identifiers, as recited in claim 32. The asserted "^vell knowi prior 
art" also does not disclose or suggest this element 

Since the asserted combination of references fails to disclose or surest at least one 
element of independent claim 32, the combination also fails to disclose or suggest at least one 
element claim 40, Additionally, the asserted combinatioo of references is improper since 
HoUoway and Barfle teach away from the combination. Hence, the rejection of claim 40 should 
be withdrawn^ and claim 40 should be allowed. 

F. CLAIM 26 IS ALLOWABLE OVER HOLLOWA Y IN VIEW OF BARIU: 
ANDBOSnC 

Appellant traverses the rejection of claim 26 under 35 U.S.C. §I03(a) over U.S. Patent 
Publication No, 2003/0092451 ("HoUoway'')inviewof U.S. Patent No. 6,188,888 CBartle'*). 
and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,856,806 ("Bosik") at page 20 of the Final Office Action. 

Claim 26 depends from indepeadent claim 13. The Final Office Action relies ontiie 
comhmation of Holloway and Bartle to disclose or suggest each feature of independent claim 1 3. 
See Final Office Action, pp. 11 , 12 aiwi 20. As discussed above, the combination of Holloway 
and Bartle is improper and does not disclose or suggest each element of claim 13. For example, 
the combination of Holloway arid Bartle does not disclose or suggest detennining whether an 
identifier comprises a recognized identifier based on a look up table accessible to a wireless 
mobile communicalion device, as recited in claim 13. Bosik also does not disclose or suggest 
this feature. 

Since the asserted combination fails to disclose or suggest at least one element of 
independent claim 13, the combination also fails to disclose or suggest at least one element claim 
26. Additionally, the asserted combination of references is improper since Holloway and Bartle 
teach away from the combination. Hence, the rejection of claim 26 should be withdrawn, and 
claim 26 should be allowed. 
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G- CLAIM 37 IS ALLOWABLE OVER HOLLOWAY IN VIEW OF CHOW 

Appellant traverses the rejection of claim 37 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) over U.S. Patent 
PubUcationNo. 2003/0092451 ("HoUoway^') ^ view of U,S, Patent Publication No. 
2003/009451 ("ChoVO at page 21 of the Final Office Action. 

Claim 37 depends from independCTt claim 36. The Final OfBce Action relies on 
Holloway to disclose or suggest each feature of independent claim 36: Final Office Action, p. 
21, As discussed above, Holloway does not disclose or suggest each and every element of claim 

36. For example, Holloway does not disclose or suggest a wireless communication interface 
configured to wirelessly transmit a unique identification of a wireless beacon to a wireless 
mobile device located within a wireless beacon coverage area, wherein, when the unique 
identification is an expected value, the wireless mobile device selects an alternate network 
destination address corresponding to the unique identification and forwards external 
communications to the alternate network destination address while the wireless mobile device is 
within a wireless beacon coverage area, as recited in claim 36. Chow also does not disclose or 
suggest this element 

Since the asserted combination &ils to disclose or suggest at least one element of 
independent claim 36, Uie combination also fails to disclose or suggest at least one element claim 

37. Hence, the rejection of claim 37 should be withdrawn, and claim 37 should be allowed. 

a CLAIM 27 IS ALLOWABLE OVER HOLLOWAY IN VIEW OF BARTLE 
AND MORI 

AppeUant traverses the rejection of claim 27 under U.S. Patent Publication No. 
2003/0092451 C^Holloway") in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,1 88,888 ("Bartle^, fbrfher in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 6,609,006 ("Mori") at page 22 of the Final Office Action. 

Claim 27 recites a first control module to provide a request to forward communications to 
an altemate commtinication device when a recognized transmitter identifier is received by the 
second receive:, where the alternate communication device is proximal to a transmittar of the 
recognized transmitt^ identifier, and where a network address of the altemate communication 
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device is detennined based on the recognized transmitter identifier. Tbs asserted combination of 
Holloway, Bartle and Moii does not disclose or suggest this feature of claim 27. 

HoUoway discloses that when a mobile phone comes within the raijge of a transmitter^ 
the mobile phone lecjdves a transmitted signal. Hollcr^c^, p- 2, K [001 7]. The transmitted signal 
includes a nhone number of a preferred p>if%Ti^ pcgoriafftH Txntk ti^i> trm^mittfr Id. HoUovvay also 
discloses that the phone and transmitter may exdbange a "handshake" greeting, verifying that 
they are miended to work together. Holloway, p. 2, If [0020], The handshake greeting and the 
transmitted signal that includes the phone number are separate signals. That is, Holloway does 
not disclose or suggest providing a request to forward communications to an alternate 
communication device when a recognized transmitter identifier is received wherein a netwodc 
address of the ahemate commxinicatiott device is determined based on the recogaized transmitter 
identifier, as recited in claim 27. Rather^ HoUoway discloses determining whether the phone and 
the transmitter are intended to work together based on a first signal, and receiving a telephone 
number associated with the trajotsmitter via a second signal. 

Bartle discloses a cellular telephone accessing a look up table, in response to a signal 
received from a charging uxut, to retrieve a call forwarding number. Bartle, col. 7, lines 50-55. 
The signal received from the charging unit includes a bixiaiy value based on the switch position 
Bartle, col. 7, lines 34-49. Bartle does not disclose providing a request to forward 
communications to an alternate communication device when a recognized transmitter identifier 
is received wherein a network address of the alternate communication device is detCTnined 
based on the recognized transmitter identifier, as recited in claim 27. As previously discussed, 
the binary number of Bartle caxises a compatible cellular telephone to select a value firom a table 
whether the charging unit is recognized or not Thus, the binary number of Bartle does not 
disclose or suggest deteimining whether a wireless beacon is recognized and identifying an 
altemate network address, as recited in claim 27. 

Mori also does not disclose or suggest this feature of claim 27. 

Since the asserted combination of Holloway, Bartle and Mori foils to disclose or suggest 
at least one element of claim 27, claim 27 is allowable. Further, as explained previously, any 
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combination including HoUoway and Bartle is improper since each of these references teach 
away from the combination. For this additional reason, claim 27 is aUowable. Heoce, lie 
rejection of claim 27 should be withdrawn, and claim 27 should be aUowed. 

I. CXAIMS 41-42 ARE ALLOWABLE OVER HOLLOWAY IN VIEW OF 
BARTLE, WALDMAN AND "ADMITTED PRIOR ART" 

Appellant traverses the rejection of claims 41-42 under §103(a) over U.S. Patent 
PubUcadouNo. 2003/0092451 C'Holloway*0 in >dew of U.S. Patent No. 6,188,888 ("Bartle'O, 
further in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,768,224 ("Waldman"), and further in view of "Admitted 
Prior Ajrif' at page 23 of the Final 0£Bce Action. 

Claims 41 and 42 depend fiom independent claim 32. As discussed previously, ihe 
combination of Holloway, Bartle and Waldman is improper and does not disclose or suggest 
each and every feature of claim 32. For example, the combination of Holloway, Bartle and 
Waldman does not disclose or suggest a call forward module including a table of alternate 
network addresses associated with recognized wireless beacon identifiers, as recited in claim 32. 
The alleged admitted prior art also does not disclose or suggest this feature. 

Since the asserted combination fails to disclose or suggest at least one element of 
ind^eudent clahn 32, the combination also fails to disclose or suggest at least one element 
claims 41 and 42. Claims 41 and 42 are therefore allowable. 

Further, claim 41 recites that the first wireless beacon identifier comprises a user selected 
identifier. AppUcant respectfully submits that the "admitted prior art" does not disclose or 
suggest a first wireless beacon identifier comprising a user selected identifier, as asserted by the 
Final Office Action. Final Office Action, p. 23. The "admitted prior art" cited by the Final 
Office Action is the statement in paragraph [0026] of the Application, which states that, "Various 
methods exist for provisioning the beacon identifier and public key within the mobile device. 
One approach would be to run a short activation procedure between the beacon and the mobile 
phone using the first communication protocoL" An automated activation procedure run to 
provision a beacon identifier and public key to a mobile phone does not disclose or suggest a 
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user selectiog a wireless beacon identifier. Claim 41 is therefore allowable for this additioual 
reason. 

Further, claim 42 recites the first wireless beacon is fbrther configured to request a 
recogtdzed user password before sendizig the first wireless beacon identifier Applicant 
req>ectfuny submits Hxat the admitted prior art does not disclose or suggest that a first wireless 
beacon is further configured to request a recognized user password before sending the first 
wireless beacon identifier as asserted by the Final Office Action. Final Office Action, p. 24. The 
'^admitted prior arf * cited by the Final Office Action is the statement in paragraph [0026] of the 
Application, which states that, **Various methods exist for provisioning the beacon identifier and 
public key within the mobile device. One approach would be to run a short activation procedure 
between the beacon and the mobile phone using the first communication protocol." An 
automated activation procedure run to provision a beacon identifier and public key to a mobile 
phone does not disclose or suggest a first wireless beacon being configured to request a 
recognized user password before sending a first wireless beacon identifier, as recited in claim 42. 
Claim 42 is therefore allowable for this additional reason. 

J- CLAIM 44 IS ALLOWABLE OVER HOLLOWAY IN VIEW OF 
"ADMITTED PRIOR ART** 

Appellant traverses the rejection of claim 44 under §103(a) over U.S. Patent Publication 
No. 2003/0092451 ("HoUoway") in view of "Admitted Prior Axt'* at page 24 of the Final Office 
Action. 

Claim 44 depends fi-om independent claim 36. The Final Office Action relies on 
Hollo way to disclose or suggest each feature of independmt claim 36. Final Office Action, p. 
24. As discussed above, Holloway does not disclose or suggest each feature of claim 36. For 
example, HoUoway does not disclose or suggest a wireless communication interface configured 
to wirelessly toansmit a unique identification of a wireless beacon to a wireless mobile device 
located within a wireless beacon coverage area, wherein, when the unique identification is an 
expected value, the wireless mobile device selects an alternate network destination address 
corresponding to the unique identification and forwards external communications to the altemate 
network destination address while the wireless mobile device is within the wireless beacon 
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coverage area, as recited in claim 36. The alleged admitted prior art also does not disclose or 
suggest this feature. Since the asserted combination fails to disclose or suggest at least one 
element of independrait claim 36, the combination also feils to disdose or suggest at least one 
element claim 44. Claim 44 is therefore allowable at least by virtue of its dependence fiom 
claim 36. 

Further, Appellant respectfully submits that the "admitted prior art" does not disclose or 
suggest a first -wireless identifier comprising a user selected identifier as asserted by fbs Final 
Office Action. Final Office Action, p,2A, Claim 44 recites -v^Aerein a unique identification 
comprises a user selected identificatian. The "admitted prior art" cited by the Final Office 
Action is the statement in paragraph [0026] of the Application, which states that, ♦'Various 
methods exist fiar provisioning flie beacon identifier and public key within tibie mobile device. 
One approach would be to run a short activation procedure between the beacon and the mobile 
phone using the first communication protocol." An automated activation procedure run to 
provision a beacon identifier and public key to a mobile phone does not disclose or suggest a 
user selecting an identifier, as recited in claim 44, Claim 44 is therefore allowable for tibis 
additional reason. 

Appellant has pointed out q)ecific features of the claims not disclosed, suggested or 
rendered obvious by the refer«ices applied in the Final Office Action. Accordingly, Appellant 
respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of each of the rejections, as well as an 
indication of allowability of eadi of the claims now pending. 
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VIDL ClAIMSAPPETTOlX(37CF.lL§4137(c)(^^^ 

The text of each claim involved in the appeal is as follows: 

L (Previously Presented) A system comprising: 

a wireless beacon to provide wireless data commuxdcation with a mobile telephone to 

detect a location of the mobile telephone within a wireless detection area provided 
by the wireless beacon; and 

a commimication interface to selectively send a call forwarding message to a cellular 
switch based on an evaluation of a value received fcom the wireless beacon, the 
call forwarding message to provide an instruction to route future calls destined for 
the mobile telephone to an alternate network address; 

wherein selectively sending a call forwarding message based on an evaluation of a value 
received from the wireless beacon comprises comparing the value received from 
the wireless beacon to a look up table accessible to the communication int^rfece 
to deterroine whether ihe wireless beacon is recognized and to identify the 
alternate network address* 

2. (Canceled) 

3. (Previously Pxesented) A method of selecting a destination telephone, ihe method 
oomprisii3@: 

detecting a location of a mobile telephone within a wireless detection area provided by a 

wireless beacon; 
receiving an identification value from the wireless beacon; 

determining whether the wireless beacon is a recognized wireless beacon based on the 

identification value; and 
after determining that the wireless beacon is a recognized wireless beacon, selecting a 

destination telephone from a look up table within the mobile phone based on the 

identification value received from the wireless beacon. 

4. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 3, wherein the destination telephone is 
associated with a landline telephone number. 
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5-6. (Canceled) 

7. (Original) TUe metJiod of claim 3* wherein detecting the location of flie mobile 
telephone is based upon communication using a wireless data protocol. 

8- (Original) The method of claim 7, vrfaerein the wireless data protocol is compliant 
with the IEEE 802.1 1 standard. 

9. (Original) The method of claim 7, wherein the wii^less data protocol is compliant 
with the Bluetooth standard. 

10. (Previously Presented) The metibod of claim 3, further comprising sending a call 
forwarding message to a wide area switch having a communication palh targeted to the 
mobile telephone, the call forwarding message providing an instruction to route future 
calls destined for the mobile telephone to the destination telephone, wherein the call 
forwarding message is communicated to the wide area switch usii3g a wireless dala 
message protocol 

11. (Original) The method of claim 10 wherein the wireless data message protocol is the 
short message services protocol 

12. (Original) The method of claim 10, wherein the wireless data message is sent on a 
packet channel utilizing a protocol selected from the group consisting of GSM, General 
Packet Radio Service (GPRS), Umversal Mobile Telecommunications System (UMTS), 
and CDMA. 
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13. (Previously Ptesented) A method of routing call requests, the method comprising: 
TOoeiving at a weless mobile communication device an identifier from a source over a 

first wireless connection; 
determining whether the identifier comprises a recognized identifier based on a look up 

table accessible to the wireless mobile communication device; and 
communicating to a wireless switch, when the identifier comprises a i^jcognized 

identifier, a request to forward voice communications to the wireless mobile 

communications device to an alternate communication device. 

14. (Canceled) 

1 5. (Original) The method of claun 13, wherein the wireless mobile communication 
device is a cellular phone and vvh^ein the request to forward voice communications is 
issued automatically. 

16 - 17. (Canceled) 

1 8. (Original) The method of claim 13, wherein the wireless mobile communication 
device includes, a transmitter that utilizes a universal mobile telecommunications system. 

19- (Original) The method of claim 13, wherein the wireless mobile communication 
device utilizes General Padket Radio Service. 

20. (Original) TTie method of claim 13, wherem the wireless mobile conmiunication 
device receives fee identifier using a Bluetooth receiver. 

2L (Original) The method of claim 13, wherein the source is proximal to the wireless 
mobile commimication device. 

22, (Previously Presented) The method of claim 13, further comprising determining to 
withdraw the request to forward voice communication. 



25 of 30 U.S.App,No.: 10/668,617 

PA6E31l36'RCVDAT9/26f2007S:26:S5PM [Eastern D 



SEP. 26. 200] 5:26PM TOLER SCHAFFER NO. 814 P. 32 • 

Attorney Docket No.: 1Q33-SS00402 

23. (Original) The mefJiod of claim 22, wherein the request is withdrawn when the 
wireless mobile oomiaumcation device no longer receives the identifier. 

24. (Original) The method of claim 22, wherein the request is withdrawn in response to a 
user action. 

25. (Original) The method of claim 24, wherein the us«r acttoix is a key sequence. 

26. (Original) The method of claim 24, wherein the user action is a voice request 

27. (Previously Presented) A system comprising: 

a wireless communication device comprising a first receiver to fecilitate two-way 
telephone conversations using a first wireless protocol, a second receiver to 
fecilitate monitoring wireless information using a second wireless protocol, and a 
communications internee comprising: 

a first control module to provide a request to forward communications to an 

alternate communication device when a recognized transmitter identifier is 
received by the second receiver, wherein the alternate communication 
device is proximal to a transmitter of the recognized transmitter identifier^ 
and wherein a network address of the alternate communication device is 
detemiined based on the recognized transmitter identifier, and 

a second control module to provide a request to cease forwarding communications 
to the alternate communication device. 

28-31. (Canceled) 
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32. (Previously Prcseated) A system comprising: 

a first wireless telephone configured to communicate using a wide area wireless protocol 
and configured to communicate using a proximal wireless protocol, the first 
wireless telephone including a call forward module and including a cancel call 
forward module, the call forward module including a table of alternate network 
addresses associated with recognized wireless beacon identifiers; and 

a first wireless beacon device associated with a first alternate network address and 

configured to communicate with the first wireless telephone using the proximal 
wireless protocol, the call forward module of the first wireless telephone 
configured to send a first call forward message using the wide area wireless 
protocol when the first wireless telephone receives a recognized first wireless 
beacon identifier of the first wireless beacon, the first call forward message 
directing that calls addressed to the first wireless telephone be redirected to the 
first alternate network address associated with the first wireless beacon identifier. 

33. (Previously Presented) The system of claim 32, wherein the cancel call forward 
module is configured to send a cancel call forward message using the wide area wireless 
protocol after detecting that the wireless telephone has moved out of range of the wireless 
beacoiL 

34. (Previously Presented).The system of claim 32, further comprising a second wireless 
telephone, the second wireless telephone configured to communicate using the wide area 
wireless protocol and the proximal wireless protocol, the second wireless telephone 
including a table of alternate network addresses associated with lecognized wireless 
beacon identifiers, the second wireless telephone configured to swid a second call 
forward message after receiving the recognized first vvireless beacon identifier. 
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35. (Previously Presented) The system Of claim 32, 

beacon having a second wireless beacon identifier associated with a second alternate 
network address, the second wireless beacon configured to communicate with the first 
wireless telephone using the proximal wireless protocol, the call forward module of the 
first wireless telephone configured to send a second call forward message using the wide 
area wireless protocol when the first wireless telephone receives the second wireless 
beacon identifier, the second call forward message directii^g that calls addressed to the 
first wireless telephone be directed to the second alternate network address. 

36. (Previously Presented) A wireless beacon comprising: 

a transmitter configured to provide a wireless beacon coverage area; and 

a wireless communication interface configured to wirelessly transmit a unique 

identification of the wireless beacon to a wireless mobile device located within 
the wireless beacon coverage area, wherein, when the unique identification is an 
expected value, the wireless mobile device selects an alternate network 
destination address corresponding to the unique identification and forwards 
external communications to the alternate network destination address while the 
wireless mobile device is within the wireless beacon coverage area- 

37. (Original) The wireless beacon of claim 36, wh^ein the unique identification is 
represented by a color code. 

38. (Previously Presented) The system of claim 1, wherein the mobile telephone 
comprises a multi-mode phone capable of cormnunicating via a wireline network and the 
alternate network address is a network address of the mobile telephone on the wireline 
network. 

39. (Previously Presented) The system of claim 1, further comprising a device associated 
with the alternate network address c^>able of receiving forwarded calls and enable of 
providing a distinctive notification of receipt of a forwarded calL 
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40. (Previously Presented) The system of daim 32, whereia the first wireless telephone 
is a multi-mode telephone capable of communicating via a wiidine network and the first 
alteniate networic address is a network address of the first wireless telephone on the 
wireline netwodk 

41 . (Previously Presented) The system of claim 32, wherein Ihe first wireless beacon 
identifier comprises a user selected identifier. 

42. ^»reviously Presented) The system of claim 32, Mvterein the first wireless beacon is 
further configured to request a recognized user password before sending the first wireless 
beacon, identifier. 

43. OPreviously Presented) The systan of claim 34, further comprismg a device 
associated with the first alternate network address capable of receiving forwarded calls 
and enable of providing a first distinctive notification of receipt of a first call redirected 
fiom the first wireless telephone and a second distinctive notification of receipt of a 
second call redirected fiom the second wireless telephone. 

44. (Previously Presented) The wireless beacon of claim 36, viiierem the unique 
identificatian comprises a user selected identification. 

45. (Previously Presented) The wireless beacon of claim 36, wherein the wireless 
mobile device comprises a look up table of recognized unique identifies associated with 
alternate network addresses. 
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RECEIVED 

Tr.^«™,^ CENTRAL FAX CENTER 

DC EVIDENCE APPENDIX (37 CF.R. § 4I37(cXl)(a)) 

(N/A) SEP 2 6 2007 

X. RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX (37 C.F.R. § 41 J7(c)(l)(x)) 

(N/A) 

XL CONCLUSION 

For at least the above reasons, all pending claims are allowable and a notice of 
allowance is comteously solicited. Please direct any questions or coniments to the 
und^igned attorney at die addiess indicated. Appellant req)eotfully leqiiests 
reconsideration and allowance of all claims and that ttus patent ^iplication be passed to 
issue. 

Respectfully submitted, 

, ^-^'-^^ ^ yr^. X^.,:, 

Chad M. Herring, Reg, No. 41^067 

Attorney for Appellant(s) 

TOLER SCHAFFER LLP 

8500 Bluffstone Cove, Suite A201 

Austin, Texas 78759 

(512) 327-5515 (jphone) 

(512) 327-5575 (fax) 
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